Maintaining Tank and Infantry Integration Training
EWS 2005

Subject Area Training

Mai nt ai ni ng Tank and Infantry Integration Training
Submtted by: Captain M J. Walters
CG #5, FACAD. Mpj B. T. Watson
11 January 2005



Form Approved

Report Documentation Page OMB No. 0704-0188

Public reporting burden for the collection of information is estimated to average 1 hour per response, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and
maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information,
including suggestions for reducing this burden, to Washington Headquarters Services, Directorate for Information Operations and Reports, 1215 Jefferson Davis Highway, Suite 1204, Arlington
VA 22202-4302. Respondents should be aware that notwithstanding any other provision of law, no person shall be subject to a penalty for failing to comply with a collection of information if it
does not display a currently valid OMB control number.

1. REPORT DATE 3. DATES COVERED
11 JAN 2005 2. REPORT TYPE 00-00-2005 to 00-00-2005
4. TITLE AND SUBTITLE 5a. CONTRACT NUMBER

Maintaining Tank and Infantry Integration Training £b. GRANT NUMBER

5c. PROGRAM ELEMENT NUMBER

6. AUTHOR(S) 5d. PROJECT NUMBER

5e. TASK NUMBER

5f. WORK UNIT NUMBER

7. PERFORMING ORGANIZATION NAME(S) AND ADDRESS(ES) 8. PERFORMING ORGANIZATION
United States M arine Corps Command and Staff College,Marine Corps | REPORT NUMBER
University,2076 South Street, Marine Cor ps Combat Development
Command,Quantico,VA,22134-5068

9. SPONSORING/MONITORING AGENCY NAME(S) AND ADDRESS(ES) 10. SPONSOR/MONITOR’'S ACRONYM(S)
11. SPONSOR/MONITOR’ S REPORT
NUMBER(S)

12. DISTRIBUTION/AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

Approved for public release; distribution unlimited

13. SUPPLEMENTARY NOTES

14. ABSTRACT

15. SUBJECT TERMS

16. SECURITY CLASSIFICATION OF: 17. LIMITATION OF 18. NUMBER 19a. NAME OF

ABSTRACT OF PAGES RESPONSIBLE PERSON
a REPORT b. ABSTRACT c. THISPAGE Sa_me as 14
unclassified unclassified unclassified Report (SAR)

Standard Form 298 (Rev. 8-98)
Prescribed by ANSI Std Z39-18



INTRODUCTION

During the Battle of Grozny, a Chechen fighter said, “The
Russian infantry wouldn’'t get out of their BWMPs to fight, so
their tanks had no infantry support. W just stood on the
bal coni es and dropped grenades on them as they drove by
underneath.”! The idea that infantry needs to support tanks in
restricted terrain or that tanks beconme easy targets for
di snount ed eneny soldiers is not a new concept. The Marine
Cor ps understands this concept, but it does not train to it
until time of war. As a result of |essons |learned in QOperation
Iragi Freedom (O F), tank and infantry integration training has
beconme a requirenent at the small unit level. This integration
training needs to remain a training priority after the
conclusion of OF in order to sustain required skills for future

conmbat operations.

HISTORICAL EXAMPLES OF THE NEED FOR INTEGRATION

Tanks were introduced to the nodern battlefield during
Wrld War | to break the stalemate of trench warfare. They were
designed to counter the machi ne gun and barbed wire that were
causing horrific casualties fromtrench warfare. During The
Battle of the Somre, the first thirty-two tanks were introduced
into battle. The infantry did not know how to fight with them

effectively, the avail able tanks were spread to thin and the



tanks quickly outran the infantry. Although they crushed the
W re obstacles, crossed the trenches, and killed the Gernans,

wi thout infantry support the tanks were eventual |y destroyed. ?
The United States mlitary | eaders debated throughout the war

the best way to enploy tanks.® The problemthey continuously

encountered was tanks outrunning the infantry.

Between World War | and World War 11, the Marine Corps did
not conduct tank and infantry integration training and woul d
have to learn these skills on the battlefield*. The first use of
Marine tanks during Wrld War Il was at Guadal canal. B/ 1/2
attacked the island of Tananbogo and was qui ckly pinned down
from Japanese defenders. The conpany commander requested
rei nforcenents and tank support. Only two light tanks were
initially available and they went ashore with two infantry
compani es.

The two tanks lead with infantry followng in trace to
support their nmovenent. Due to poor conmunication between tanks
and infantry, the tanks outran their infantry support. Heavy
fire pinned the infantry down, and the tanks were |eft al one.

In an effort to orient hinmself and link up with the infantry,

t he tank pl at oon commander stuck his head out of the tank and
eventually was killed. The tank had to | eave the fight and
return to the rear to get nedical attention for their commander.

The second tank also attenpted to return to the infantry, but



got stuck between trees and was overrun by eneny infantry and
destroyed. ®

This first tank engagenent provided the Marine Corps with
many val uable |l essons. In an environnment in which the tanks
cannot maneuver freely, infantry needs to be in support at al
times. The tankers understood this, but did not have the
ability to communicate with the infantry. Comrunication is key
for tank and infantry integration to work. The tanks and
infantry need to nove together. Wen the tank noves, the
infantry remain at its side and protect the tank from eneny
infantry. 1In order for this to work correctly, the tank crew
and infantry need to conmunicate. During this battle, the
radios in the tank did not work with the infantry radios. This
is easily solved with hand and arns signals, flags, or a nunber
of other techniques, but since the tanks and infantry never
trained together in this type of environnent, disaster foll owed
i nst ead.

As the war progressed, |essons |earned from previous
battl es were generally applied, but at times were |lost as a
result of inexperienced commanders. During the Battle of
Tarawa, a conmmander sent four heavy tanks forward w t hout
infantry support. Three of the tanks did not return due to
receiving antitank fire at point blank range, and the fourth

tank was set afire by a hand-thrown gasoline bonmb.® Although



there were tinmes |like this where the tanks were forced to fight
wi thout infantry, the Marine Corps |earned that tanks and
infantry need to fight as a team

Today, the Marine Corps is relearning howto integrate
tanks and infantry during conbat. Prior to the Mrines
participation in Operation Iraqi Freedoml (OF |), there was no
trai ning between the tanks and the infantry they were going to
support except during CAX (Conbined Arms Exercise) training.’
This training equates to the Mbile Assault Course and Fi nal
Exercise, which trains with a Tank Conpany Team and Mechani zed
I nfantry Conpany Team but not at the squad or platoon |evel.
In lraq, the Marines obtained mnimal training in tank and
infantry integration before going into conmbat. 1% Tank
Battal i ons Lessons Learned: Conduct of MOUT in Fallujah, lraq,
April 2004 stated, “Many techni ques and procedures were devi sed
‘on-the-fly’" and tank crewran and infantry | eaders cane up with
schenes to enploy the tank.”8

The conpanies that are currently preparing to rotate to
Iraq are receiving “great tank/infantry training in preparation”®
according to one tank conpany comrander preparing to deploy this
summer. Now that standardi zed training prograns have been

initiated for tanks and infantry, the Marine Corps needs to

mai ntain themafter the fighting stops.



CURRENT TRAINING PROGRAMS

Tactical Training Exercise and Control G oup (TTECG
provi des a training package “to train and exercise units in the
command, control, and coordination of conbined arns in support

of maneuver warfare.”?0

Ten infantry battalions rotate through
this training each year with artillery, engineers, tanks, air,
and conbat service support. The training focuses on conpany and
battalion level training, but only offers training dow to the
infantry rifle platoon |evel at Range 400 with the purpose of
training techniques and procedures to attack a fortified
position with organic and attached weapon systemns. !

A new course that TTECG first offered in Decenber 2004 is
the Tank/Infantry Coordination Course (TTIC). The course
objective is to see “disnmounted infantry effectively integrate
attached arnor assets to perform coordi nated fire and maneuver

agai nst the enemy”.!!

This course is a step in the right
direction in that it task organizes an infantry platoon with a
tank section to integrate for the conduct of their training.
Everything from comruni cati ons, security, maneuver, and firing
wi |l have to be rehearsed and then exercised. This training
will be live fire and not in a MOUT (mlitary operations in

urban terrain) facility. Unfortunately, units participating in

CAX are not required to conduct this training.



March Air Reserve Base has becone a key training area for
units deploying to Iraq. By using an abandoned housing area as
a large MOUT facility, our Marines have been able to prepare for
upcom ng battles in cities |ike Fallujah and Baghdad. The
training here is based off |essons |earned from Project
Metropolis. The Project Metropolis InterimReport states,
“Tanks, while helping to cut infantry casualties in half, were
killed or inmmobilized thenselves only 8% of the tine.”'? Mst of
the units deploying to Iraq have gone or will be going through
tank and infantry integration training at March Air Reserve

Base.
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TTECG and March Air Reserve Base are the only two Marine

training facilities that offer tank and infantry integration



training. Qher USMC officer schools (The Basic Course,
Infantry O ficer Course, and Expeditionary Warfare School) only
teach integration at the conpany and above |evel, while the
basic arnor and infantry schools for the enlisted Marines do not
teach any tank and infantry integration training. Al other
training requires infantry and tank battalions to coordinate
their owmn training. Wth the many other training requirenments
al ready schedul ed, finding the tinme, resources, and space nake

this difficult.

RECOMMENDAT 10NS

Tank and infantry training integration is a requirenent.
TTECG is taking steps in the right direction, but the Tank
I nffantry Coordi nati on Course needs to be a requirenent. If it
is only an option, then it will not be conducted due to tine
constraints. Tanks also need to be part of the Range 400
series. Only a section of tanks would be required for this
training and units could rotate tank sections as the infantry
conpani es rotate through the series. Sub-caliber munitions
could be used to sinmulate the main gun with Hoffrman devices to
sinmulate the blast. In addition, the tank and infantry
battali ons need to seek opportunities to integrate their
training. This could be a sinple classroom period of

instruction or a three-day field exercise.



The MOUT facility aboard Marine Corps Air Gound Conbat
Center - 29 Palnms is the only Marine Corps MOUT facility with
tanks and infantry units on the sane base, which can al so
support large tank and infantry integration training scenari os.
The tank units which have conducted training at this MOUT
facility rated it as “useful orientation, but would like to see
nore realistic training with a thinking eneny that is educated

on threat tactics.”®

This MOUT training needs to be a
requirenent to increase the Marine Corps conbined arns fighting
in towns and cities. The Marine Corps has been tal king for
years about how MOUT is an inevitable future battlefield, but we
have no required conbined arnms training to ensure we are
prepared for it. Tine is the obvious concern and the Marine
Corps needs to wei gh how inportant MOUT warfare is conpared to
nmountain or jungle warfare. It seens to be nore |likely that the

Marine Corps will be fighting in future cities than other types

of terrain.

CONCLUSION

X-File 3-35.18, Fundamentals of Infantry/Tank/Mechanized
Integration, states, “Tanks never fight alone. Qur experience-
both Arny and USMC-in OF confirmthat tank/infantry teans w |
be a routine part of future urban operations.”'* The Marine

Corps tank comunity has been arguing the need for tank and



infantry integration training since tanks first entered the
battl efield. The tank and infantry comunity both understand
the need for this training, but due to tine, resources, and
space avail able, the training is rarely acconplished. Marines
end up training as they are they stepping off across the Iine of
departure into conbat. As Operation lraqi Freedomcones to a
close in the future, the USMC needs to maintain tank and
infantry integration training so Marines are not placed in this

pr edi canent agai n.
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